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Components of film originally examined: 


Feature: 

The Voyeur # 2 

Running time: 

108.58 

Trailers: 

Safe Sex Notice 

Running time: 

0.43 


Maneaters Number 101 


1.39 


Up and Cummers "The Movie" 


1.49 


The Fantasy Chamber 


1.24 


Erotic Visions 


2.02 


Fresh Meat A Ghost Story 


2.32 


The Best of Buttslammers Volume 1 


2.17 


New Wave Flookers 4 


2.38 


Latex 


3.07 


Total Running time: 127.09 


Excision/Alteration: No 


Reasons(s) for Excision: 

Not Applicable. 
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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable except if the availability of the publication is restricted to persons who 
have attained the age of 18 years. 

Display conditions: 

Nil. 

Descriptive Note: 

Contains explicit sex scenes. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on 18 October 1996 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

The primary concerns with this video recording were the extent and degree to which, 
and the manner in which, the video recording “degrades or dehumanises or demeans 
any person” in s.3(3)(c) and the extent and degree to which, and the manner in which, 
the video recording “promotes or encourages criminal acts” in s.3(3)(d). The Board 
decided that this video recording did not degrade or dehumanise or demean any 
person because there was substantial evidence of consent, invitation to sexual activity 
and invitation to the filming of such activity throughout this video recording. The Board 
also decided that the video recording did not promote or encourage criminal activity 
because no criminal activity was portrayed in the video recording. The participants in 
sexual activity were shown to have consented both to the activity and to the filming of 
such activity. Although the Board decided that the availability of the video recording 
was not likely to injure the public good per se, the explicit sexual activity contained in 
the video recording was considered by the Board to warrant a classification of 
objectionable unless restricted to persons 18 years of age and over, with a notice 
warning of the explicit sexual contents of the video recording. 
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